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“Eternal honor to the brave and noble people of Spain, who deserve better government 
and a better fortune.” 


Richard Ford. “Handbook for 
Travelers in Spain and Readers at Home”, London, 1845. 


PRESENTATION 


The Inter-American Association tor Democracy and Freedom takes pleasure in presenting 
the initial number of “Ibérica”, a new monthly news bulletin, companion piece to “Hemi- 
spherica”. The purpose of “Iberica” is to inform our readers of such aspects of Spanish 
affairs that, in our opinion, merit special interest, and to comment on the problems of 
the Iberian Peninsula in relation to those of the countries of Latin America. 

It is appropriate, we feel, that our efforts to help the cause of freedom and democ- 
racy in Latin America be amplified to include the parallel struggle of the Spanish people, 
and so, in this modest manner that our means permit, we wish to lend these brothers in 
idealism the moral assistance that any disclosures of the realities of the situation 
on the Iberian peninsula may constitute. In addition to a similarity of objectives, def- 
erence to a community of race and spirit obliges those of us who defend a free and demo- 
cratic Latin America to accord a place of honor to those who cherish an unquenchable faith 
in the future of a new Spain. 


In affirming the timeliness of “Ibérica”, we wishto emphasize: Democracy was banished. 
from Spain, but never conquered; it suffered a collapse which has prolonged the conditions 
of life imposed as much on Spaniards within Spain as on those compelled to take the path 
of emigration. Today, althougii myopic eyes can not see and stronger eyes may not wish to, 
there exists within Spain an organized and democratic movement which has taken on new 
strength. So now is the time to raise our voices on behalf of our brothers who have been 
prevented, for many years, from speaking for themselves; now is the time to help this 
noble Spain which bears its future in silence. 



























NOTE TO THE CHANCELLERIES 


According to a recent release of the 
I.N.S. in Madrid, the Interior Committee 
of Coordination, a group presided over by 
Gen. Aranda which is said to represent an 
amalgamation of all anti-Franco forces in- 
side Spain, iias submitted a note to the 
foreign embassies and legations in Madrid 
Stating, in part, as follows: “The opposi- 
tion warns the United States once more 
that the patience of thousands of human 
beings, who have believed in the possibility 
of a peaceful solution, may become ex- 
hausted. Any act of agreement with the 
Franco government will be regarded as a 
flagrant intervention in our politics, and 
the U.S. must bear sole responsibility for 
the possible consequences.” 

The note ends with, “Weare thoroughly 
convinced that an effective war against 
, Soviet imperialism is inconceivable unless 
the enemy is faced by a solid European 
front, united by the idealism and common 
interest of its component parts. If such a 
unification is synthesized by artificial 
agreements in an endeavor to reconcile in- 
compatible ideologies and conflicting in- 











terests, it will have more of a weakening 
than a strengthening effect uponthe united 
front that is imperative for the defense 
of western Europe.” 


SECRET MANIFESTO 


"Solidaridad Obrera", organ published 
by the Confederacion de Trabajo in Paris, 
reports that a manifesto is being circu- 
lated clandestinely in Spain, bearing, in 
part, the following message: "The present 
regime in Spain does not have the specific 
medicine needed to alleviate or overcome 
the serious malady of the country; hence, 
action is necessary. We must arise in a 
unanimous demonstration." It ends with, 
-- "We want an era of peace, of bread, 
and of justice. Watch out for the date!" 

The Daily Herald of London, on the 
other hand, has published a release from 
Barcelona stating that eight persons have 
been arrested and imprisoned for clandes- 
tine distribution of papers. 


MONARCHISTS MEET IN SEVILLE 


A U.P. release from Madrid states that 
a meeting was held in Seville during the 
























first week of December by the Traditional- 
ist and Carlist monarchist parties. The 
session was a stormyone, resulting finally 
in a schism among the Spanish monarchist 
parties. The Carlists and Traditionalists 
decidedto support the aspirations of Prince 
Francisco Xavier de Bourbon to the throne 
of Spain. These same groups had agreed, 
several years previously, to support Don 
Juan, son of Alfonso XIII. This meeting, 
apparently, has sown seeds of confusion 
among the monarchists. 


UNREST IN THE ARMY 


The cost of living in Spain rose con- 
siderably during August and September, 


1952, especially with reference to the 


price of clothes, shoes, etc., but now the 
prices of foods and other necessities of 
daily lifehave been affectedas well. Sales 
have fallen 40% as a result. There is no 
reason to hope that these problems of the 
middle and working classes will cease at 
this point, as advances in rents and in 
electricity are now foreseen also. 

The rising cost of living, coupled 
with inadequate wages affects, perhaps to 
even greater degree, members of the army, 
particularly those who have no outside oc- 
Cupation or private means to supplement 
their meager pay. This situation has been 
the cause of many incidents in military 
centers, particularly Barcelona, where the 
soldiers most affected by these conditions, 
together with other military men who made 
common cause with them, formulated a peti- 
tion for increase in pay. This was the 
reason for the transference of General 
Mufioz Grande to Barcelona. 


The fictionof an increase in national 
income does not seem to have helped the 
Situationmuch, asthe falangists themselves 
admit. The falangist newspaper “Arriba”, 
in an article signed by Bedoya, states: 

It is imperatively necessary to create a 
great mass of consumers. The time has come 
when we must create our own market within 
Spain, to raise the standard of living of 
the greatest number of Spaniards, of the 
Spanish masses. 


The middle and working classes of 
Spaniards do not know how to get through 


the last week of the month nor the last 


days of each week.” 


This outspoken statement by the news- 
paper most concerned with sustaining the 
morale of the people is the most eloquent 
and unequivocal symptom of the growing 
difficulties of daily life in Spain. The 
falangist press can only be telling the 
truth in making these assertions. 


A DERELICT: UNESCO WITH SPAIN 


Daniel Mayer, now Premier of France, 
in ‘‘Paris Presse”, Dec., 1952: 

“Tt is lamentable that the doors of 
the templeof universal culture should have 
been opened to the executor of the Spanish 
people, the accompliceof Hitler and Musso- 

















jini.” | 

The first issue of “Ibérica” appears 
shortly after an event that will leave its 
imprinton history: the admission of Franco 
Spain into UNESCO. This step is of signif- 
icance bothin itself and in its far-reach- 
ing consequences. 

The section of UNESCO that voted on 
the admission. of Spain was presided over 
by the delegate from India. As he read a 
reporton the subject prepared by the Social 
and Economic Counsel of the U.N., leaflets 
floated down from the upper galleries, 
bearing cartoons recalling the meeting of 
Franco and Hitler in Hendaye. At the end 
of the report the delegateof Peru proposed 
that the matter be voted on without debate. 
The delegate of Israel spoke next, pointing 
out thatin view of the important political 
motivations and significance relative to 
this question it should be examined with 
great care; he proposed, consequently, that 
a committee be appointed to study the per- 
tinent documentation and consider the 
matter further, and that voting be post- 
poned for ten days during which period the 
delegates could confer with their govern- 
ments, after studying the report of the 
committee. This proposal of Israel was re- 
jected; the proposal of Peru approved, and 
the section proceeded then and there to 
vote on the admission of Spain to UNESCO. 
The vote was quickly counted, withthe fol- 
lowing results: 44 countries in favor of 
admission, 4 against, 7 abstentions, and 3 
absences. The four countries that voted 
against admission of Spain were: Mexico, 
Uruguay, Burma and Yugoslavia; the seven 
that abstained: Denmark, Israel, Poland, 
Luxemburg, India, Norway and Sweden. 


_ Such was the manner of Spain’s ad- 
mission to UNESCO: without benefit of any 
preliminary discussion, the debate which 
must always precede the voting on any re- 
solution ahd which always has beena normal 
procedure of UNESCO having been, in this 
case, completely suppressed. It wasa hasty 
session, whose results the French writer 
Albert Camus has aptly described: “Spain 
has entered through the back door, all de- 
bate having been made to vanish as though 


| by magic.” 


It is in the destiny of Spain that 
her actions shall produce cisturbances; 
her entrance into UNESCO has dispelled the 
calmof its assembly and has dealt, whether 
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one wishes to admit it or not, a decisive 
blow to the prestige of this international 
organization. Cultural leaders throughout 
the world have protested this action, and 
arguments have erupted in the parliaments 
of many of the countries that voted in 
favor of the admission of Spain. 


France: Many of the most illustrious 
French men of letters have protested and 
resigned from their affiliationswith UNESCO 
as a result. Among them are: Jacques Mari- 
_ tain, Francois Mauriac, Monsignor Blanchet 
and Monsignor Solanges, Jean Cassou, Albert 
Camus, Louis Martin-Chauffier, Henri Sacha 
Dillot, Stanislaus Fumet, Etienne Gilson, 
Robert d’Harcourt, Prof. LeBras, Gabriel 
Marcel, Daniel-Rops, and of course the 
Spaniards, Salvador de Madariaga and Pablo 
Casals. The entire French National Commis- 
sion to UNESCO, composed of 120 professors, 
resigned en masse from UNESCO, with the 
exception of six abstentions, representa- 
tives of the government. This commission 
included such distinguished personalities 
as M. Henri Marrou, Prof. of Literature at 
the Sorbonne and-catholic scholar; M. Adrien 
Lavergne, Sec. Gen. of the National Feder- 
ationof Education; M. Roland Manuel, Pres. 
of the International Counsel of Music; M. 
Julien, member of the Permanent Committee 
in UNESCO; M. Naegelen and M. Gorse. 

The Directive Committee of the Social- 
lst party of France, after condemning the 
affirmative vote of the government, re- 
quested an explanation from the Assembly. 


Italy: The Executive Committee of the 
Committee for Cultural Freedom voted unan- 
imously to protest the admission of Spain 
into UNESCO on the grounds that it was an 
act that threatened torob the fight against 
dictatorships of both right and left of all 
its moral content. 


Republican Senator Ferruccio Parri 
demanded an explanation from the President 
of the Counsel and from the Minister of 
Foreign Affairs as to whether the Italian 
Delegation to UNESCO had followed direc- 
tives from the government in voting for 
admission of Franco Spain, and if so, what 
were the grounds for such a directive. In 
the opinion of Sen. Parri this decision on 
the part of UNESCO indicated a serious 
Symptom of a dangerous international trend. 


Belgium: The Belgian National Commis- 
sion to UNESCO adopted a unanimous resolu- 
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tion against the admission of Franco Spain 
to UNESCO. Members of this commission 
include: M. Henri Cochaux, President of the 
Court of Justice; Prof. Paul de Visscher 


of the University of Louvain, and Canon 
Varsele. 


Also in Belgium, the Socialist Deputy 
Victor Larock has demanded of the Minister 
of Public Instruction an explanation for 
Belgium’s vote in favor of admission of 
Franco Spain. 


Switzerland: During a discussion in 
the National Counsel (popular chamber of 
the Swiss Parliament) of the budget for 
1953, the Socialist group brought up the 
question of the admission of Spain into 
UNFSCO and demanded the cancellation. of 
the two Swiss credits to that organization 
which total more than three million French 
francs annually. This proposal was turned. 
down, but the debate that ensued was of 
major importance and the proposal was well 
thought of by democratic popular opinion 
in Switzerland. 


Sweden: The most important organs of 
the press have protested against the ad- 
mission of Spain into UNFSCO. ‘“‘Fxpressen,” 
“Artitaren,’”’ and the great liberal news- 
paper “Goteborgs Handels-Ock Stofarts- 
Tidnung,” the latter even going so far as 
to propose that Sweden’s membership in 
UNESCO be reconsidered. 


England: A group of Labor members 
signed a protest against the affirmative 
British vote and placed it on the table in 
Parliament. 





The press of France and Belgium have 
offered varying explanations of the resig- 
nation of Mr. Torres Bodet, Director Gen- 
eral of UNESCO. Although the admission of 
Spain may not necessarily have been the 
determining factor in his decision, it is 
quite apparent that the resultant situation 
would not be very comfortable for him, 
that of having to collaborate with the 
representatives of a government which his 
own country does not recognize, even repu- 
diates, asit has never ceased to recognize 
the Republican government of Spain in exile. 


And so, UNESCO is foundering, caught 
in the many cross-currents stirred up by 
her having taken the albatross of Spain on 
board, of the Spain which enslaves thought 
and can only contribute to the downfall of 
an organization founded to promote the 
intellectual and moral solidarity of the 
globe. 








MEETING IN THE SALLE WAGRAM 


On Nov. 30, in Paris, a meeting was 
held in the Salle Wagram to protest the 
admission of Franco Spain to SCO. Jean 
Cassou presided, and the following spoke: 
Louis Martin-Chauffier,the Catholic writer; 


Fmile Kahn, Sec. Gen. for the French League 
for the Rights of Man; M. Dillot, Sec. Gen. 
of the International Anti-Racist League; 
Prof. Andre Julien of the Sorbonne; Albert 
Camos, the writer; Eduardo Santos, ex-Pres. 
of the Republic of Colombia, and Salvador 
de Madariaga, who closed the meeting. They 
unanimously condemned “the scandalous ad- 
mission of Franco Spain into UNFSCO. ” 


TRIAL BALLOONS 


Gen. Franco has given permission to 
the youth of Spain to volunteer for combat 
in Korea. As the general is a man of real- 
ism, he has no illusions about his “ boys”’, 
his plan is to form one division, which 
usually consists of a thousand men, al- 
though it may include more. In this matter 
of organizing “divisions”’ the General is 
pastmaster. 

Our readers will recall the brilliant 
“Blue Division,’ organized by Franco him- 
self and led by Commander Mufioz Grande to 
fight the Allies in eastern Furope. That 
unfortunate Blue Division did not deter- 
mine the outcome of the war, at least not 
the outcome Franco had anticipated. The 
miserable Spanish soldiers remained in the 
east, badly fed, dying of cold or lost on 
Russian territory without even being no- 
ticed by either Russians or Germans. Some 
froze to death, others died of starvation, 
still others vanished, some of these by 
choice, but a few returned, among them 
General Mufioz Grande. What must these sur- 
vivors be thinking now? 

The Blue Division was formed to fight 
against the Allies; the Division to be 
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formed today, shall we call it the “Yellow 

Division,” to aid the Allies or, strictly 

speaking, the U.N. Army. What will the 

Spaniards who are not, by nature, very 

flexible of spirit, think about this? Yes- 

terday they fought the Allies, today they 

are to fight at their side, but nothing 

has changed in Spain. It is true, of 

course, that the Caudillo’s lack of polit- 

ical consistency may have somewhat accus- 

tomed themto capricious changes of tactics; 
as with all dictatorships, they may have 

found themselves compelled to adjust to 

changes of foreign policy in order to get 

along at all under an intransigeant inter- 

nal regime. But be that as it may, today. 
the Spaniards are disoriented. 

Only two years ago Franco expressed 
his opinion of the U.N. in the following 
terms: “Spain is waiting quietly in her 
corner to watch the putrefied corpse of 
the United Nations who disowned her pass 
by; the corpse has already begun to stink.” 
But today he sings a different tune: “Spain 
is disposed to send volunteers to Korea,” 
while criticizing the Furopean nations for 
imposing the greatest weight of the Korean 
war on the U. §&.. The falangist organ 
“Arriba” stated recently in an editorial: 
“The egoism of the Furopean nations that 
have received such generous aid from the 
U.S. is lamentable. It is unrealistic and 
intolerable that Fngland and France are 
given preference in world affairs at the 
expense of Spain and Germany.” That is the 
theme of the Spanish press of today, the 
same press that yesterday printed tirades 
against the U.S. and her foreign policy. 


Spanish youths who volunteer for the 
Korean Division will not have a very clear 
idea as to where they are going, or why, 
but that is not what matters; Franco has 
made his grandiloquent gesture in offering 
to the U.N. which does not admit him, an 
assistance which surely will determine the 











outcome of the Korean War. 
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